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THIS BULLETIN CONSISTS OF 32 ABSTRACTS WHICH ARE 
CONCERNED WITH THE RELATIVE MERITS OF UNGRADED AND 
SELF-CONTAINED CLASSROOM ORGANIZATION IN THE ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL. ABSTRACTED DOCUMENTS INCLUDE THOSE WHICH ARE (1) 
STATEMENTS OF PROFESSIONAL OPINION, (2) SURVEYS OF 
PROFESSIONAL OPINION, (3) REVIEWS OF GENERAL TRENDS OR OF 
SPECIFIC PROGRAMS, AND (4) REPORTS OF EVALUATIVE RESEARCH. 
THREE FORMATS ARE EMPLOYED. ABSTRACTS OF LITERATURE 
CONSISTING OF GENERAL PROGRAM REVIEWS, SUMMARIES OF RESEARCH, 
OR STATEMENTS OF OPINION (15 ENTRIES) ARE PRESENTED IN A 
FORMAT WHICH CONSISTS OF (1) CITATION, (2) PURPOSE, AND (3) 
AUTHOR'S COMMENTS. ELEVEN REPORTS OF RESEARCH PROJECTS ARE 
ABSTRACTED IN A FORMAT WHICH CONSISTS OF (1) CITATION, (2) 
PURPOSE AND/OR OBJECTIVE, (3) PROCEDURE, (4) RESULTS, AND (5) 
AUTHOR'S GENERALIZATIONS. SIX ENTRIES ARE BASED ON PREVIOUS 
ABSTRACT OF RESEARCH PROJECTS AND ARE PRESENTED IN A FORMAT 
WHICH CONSISTS OF (1) CITATION, (2) PURPOSE, (3) SOURCES OF 
CITED EVIDENCE, (4) SUMMAR OF CITED EVIDENCE, AND (5) 

AUTHOR'S GENERALIZATIONS. ADDITIONAL COPIES OF THIS BULLETIN 
ARE AVAILABLE FREE FROM DOYNE M. SMITH, RESEARCH AND 
DEVELOPMENT CENTER IN EDUCATIONAL STIMULATION, 103 BALDWIN 
HALL, UNIVERSITY OF GEORGIA, ATHENS, GEORGIA. (JS) 
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II, UNGRADED SELF-CONTAINED CLASSROOM ORGANIZATION IN THE ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL. (GRADES 1-7) 



Citation : 

Delcato, Carl II. The Elementary School of the Future . Springfield: 
Charles C. Tliomas, 1965. 98pp. 

Purpose : 

To point up the end product or the ideal elementary school of the 
future will be. 

Summary of author *s comments : 

1. One of the most basic changes in the promotional philosophy of the 
elementary school will be the gradual acceptance of the ungraded 
classroom unit. 

2. Children’s growth will be the most important evaluative criterion 
relative to success. 

3. First three years will be composed of somewhat ungraded groups. 

4. Teacher with whom children begin first grade will stay with the 
same class for three years. 

5. At the end of the third grade children will be required to meet 
a minimal standard of proficiency in academic areas . 

6. Children deviating emotionally, socially, or physically to the 
extent that they are not realizing full value from the program 
ivill be moved back to a group with vjhom they can grow and be happy. 

7. Teacher will meet new educational program each year and through 
such experiences vjill become a master teacher. 

8. Teacher and psychologist will test periodically to ascertain 
student growth. 



Citation : * * * 

Haas, Arthur. ’’First-year Organization of Elmcrest Elementary School: A 

Nongraded Team-Teaching School,” The American School Board Journal , 151:22, 
70, October, 1965. 

Purpose : 

To review organization and first year’s operation of the nongraded 
school . 

NOTE: The school is a 33-teacher school; all furniture is on wheels. Tlie 

school was designed for nongraded program. 

Summary of author’s comments : 

1. Teachers especially selected for the program and were interviewed 
concerning how they would utilize facilities of the school. 

Staff was organized into seven teams; Leadership, Resource, Kinder- 
garten, Team I § II for six and seven-year-olds , TEAM III for eight 
and nine -year- olds. Team IV for 10-and 11-year-olds. 
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3. 760 pupils attended, including 250 Kindergarten. 

4. 7 1/2 day workshop was held to orient staff. 

5. Leadership Team established coordinated nongraded reading, 
mathematics, and spelling groups. E.G. a 

include students from usual third grade level to the usual 
seventh grade level. Each pupil w^ able to ^ 

6. Pupils were shifted according to their (needs when whey were 

ready to be shifted. 

7. Three grouping methods in other areas: Dit^gnostic, Interes 

Activity, Heterogeneous Homeroom gre^jping author mace 

points in evaluatli^g first year: (1) Need for careful selection 
of staff members, (2) Need for continuous in-service program, 
(3) Need to keep members of community informed about tne 
educational program. 
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Citation: 

Christian, Mrs. Mary T. "Nongraded Pitfalls," Michig an E duca^o n ^ 
Journal, 43:42, October, 1965. 



Purpose ; 

To warn of dangers in the trend to nongraded schools. 

NOTE: Mrs. Christian is polling school adninistrators to determine how 

their perceptions of nongradedness compare, or conflict, with 
their practices. 

Stimmary of author *s comments; 

1. Some educators simply remove grade designations OTd 

gioap children by age, using the same texts and judging success 

2. EducatoK'^"tSk" the nongraded concept but do not 

3. Nongraded system offers best opportunity for individual 

4. ^stem’will’be no more than a Ao^do"^*’' 

eWone adopting it first because it is the 

5. Nongradedness calls for new testing procedures because it 

ein>hasitss concepts rather than fMts. students 

6 Author sees need to redirect teacher training - many 

don't even know about the nongraded except. 

7. Teachers must work harder in a nongraded school but the personal 

satisfaction is greater. 



* * * 



Citation; 

Austin, Kent Camochan. "The Ungraded Primary Unit in Public 
ElemeW Schools in the United States," Dissertation Abstracts, 19.73-4, 

July, 1958. 



